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DETAILED ACTION 



Acknowledgment 

1 . Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last 
Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-4, 7-8, 12-14, 18-22, 28-31, 34, 36-38, 42 and 44 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Blewitt et al. (1,448,783) in view of 
Sanchez (4,480,864). 

Blewitt et al. in figures 1-2, disclose a invalid support, which can be used a seat 
position or a standing position having a seat (14). The standing position can be 
considered a walk- behind walker, which the seat is removed from the convertible 
walker. Blewitt et al. fail to show a base. 

Sanchez in figures 1-8, teaches a baby-walker, which can be a child entertaining 
apparatus comprising a base (28), a seat (25) and a wheel walker (10) to at least 
partially support the seat above the base. The wheel walker has a lower portion and a 
top portion and is being removable from the base. The top portion includes the seat 
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(25) and the lower portion can be considered a wheeled walk-behind walker. The 
wheeled walker includes at least one wheel (16) in contact with the base when the 
wheeled walker at least partially supports the seat above the base. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the child walker of Blewitt et al. with the baby walker having base as taught by Sanchez 
in order to provide a wheel walk-behind walker, which can easily and effectively be 
converted from a normal fully mobile condition to a stationary condition. 

Regarding claim 2, Sanchez discloses the seat, which is rotatable relative to the 

base. 

Regarding claim 3, Sanchez discloses the seat comprising a fabric or plastic seat 
supported within a ring. 

Regarding claim 4, Sanchez discloses the seat, which is adjustable to adjust a 
distance between the seat and the base. 

Regarding claim 7, Sanchez discloses the wheel walker comprising a tray (21 ). 

Regarding claim 8, Sanchez discloses the tray, which is at least partially 
supported by the wheeled walker. 

Regarding claim 12, Sanchez discloses the wheeled walker, which is removed 
from the base. The tray can be disposed above the base to permit a child seated on the 
floor to play with the at least one toy. 

Regarding claim 13, Sanchez discloses the tray, which is coupled to the base by 
an arm. 
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Regarding claim 14, Sanchez discloses the tray, which is pivotably coupled to the 

arm. 

Regarding claims 18-19, Sanchez discloses the arm having an upper portion and 
a lower portion, at least one of the upper and lower portions being rotatable relative to 
another of the upper and lower portions. Wherein the upper and lower portions are 
rotatable about a longitudinal axis of the arm. 

Regarding claim 21, Sanchez discloses the receptacles substantially prevent the 
wheeled walker from rolling on the wheels. 

Regarding claim 22, Sanchez discloses springs or flexible strap (52) to permit 
bouncing movement between the seat and the base. 

Regarding claim 28, Sanchez discloses the wheeled walker comprising at least 
one leg. 

Regarding claim 29, Sanchez discloses the wheeled walker further comprising an 
upper frame coupled to the at least one leg. 

Regarding claim 30, Sanchez discloses a handle (a top table peripheral can be 
used as a handle) located to be gripped by a standing child. 

Regarding claim 31, Sanchez discloses the handle is movable from a stored 
position to a use position. 

Regarding claim 38, Sanchez discloses the structure, which can be used the 
same method by securing the seat to the wheeled walker. 
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4. Claims 34, 36-38, 42 and 44 are alternatively rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Sanchez (4,480,846) in view of Blewitt et al. 
(1,448,783). 

Regarding claim 34, Sanchez discloses a child entertaining apparatus comprising 
base (28), a seat (25) pivotably coupled to the base and a support (13) positionable 
between the base and the seat to support the seat above the base. Sanchez fails to 
show a removable support, which is a walk-behind walker. 

Blewitt et al. in figures 1-2, disclose a invalid support, which can be used a seat 
position or a standing position having a seat (14). The standing position can be 
considered a walk- behind walker, which the seat is removed from the convertible 
walker. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the walker of Snachez with the convertible walker that 
can be convert between a walker and a walk-behind walker as taught by Blewitt et al. in 
order to help the child developing the ability to walk. 

Regarding claim 42, when the convertible walker is placed on the base of 
Sanchez. The method can be comprised a following steps using the convertible walker 
as a support to at last partially support a seat (14) above a base (11a) and removing the 
wheel walker from the seat and the base to use the wheel walker as an aid in teaching a 
child to walk. 



Application/Control Number: 10/748,804 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3618 

5. Claims 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blewitt et al. (1 ,448,783) in view of Sanchez (4,480,846) as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Sudo (3,796,430). 

The combination of Blewitt et al. and Sanchez disclose the seat, but fails to show 
a shortening mechanism. 

Sudo in figures 1-2, teaches a baby walker comprising a seat (4) including a 
shortening mechanism. The shortening mechanism includes a buckle, a first belt 
having a first end fixed to the seat and a second end coupled to the buckle and a 
second belt having a first end fixed to the seat and a second end coupled to the buckle. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the seat of Blewitt et al. in view of Snachez with the baby walker 
having a seat including a shortening mechanism as taught by Sudo in order to adjust 
the height of the seat. 

6. Claims 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Blewitt et al. (1,448,783) in view of Sanchez (4,480,846) as applied to claim 8 
above, and further in view of Perego (5,071,149) 

The combination of Blewitt et al. and Sanchez disclose the tray, but fails to show 
the tray is removably secured to the wheel walker. 

Perego in figure 2, teaches a go cart for children comprising a tray (15), which is 
removably secured to the cart. The tray comprises at least one toy coupled to the tray. 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the wheel walker of Blewitt et al. in view Snachez with the go cart 
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for children having a removably tray, which includes at least one toy as taught by 
Perego in order to satisfy every play and cognitive requirement of the child. 

7. Claims 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Blewitt et al. (1 ,448,783) in view of Sanchez (4,480,846) as applied to claim 1 
above, and further in view of Meeker et al. (6,299,247) 

The combination of Blewitt et al. and Sanchez disclose the base, but fails to 
show the base comprising a domed surface beneath the seat. 

Meeker et al. in figure 1 , teach a child exercise rocker comprising a base (54) 
having a domed surface. The base is rockable and has a lock out mechanism (86) to 
prevent rocking. The lock out mechanism includes a leg carrying a state message and 
the base define a window positioned to display the state of message when the lock out 
mechanism is in a predetermined state associated with the state message. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the base of Blewitt et al. in view Snachez with the child exercise rocker having 
a base with a domed surface as taught by Meeker et al. in order to provide a base that 
can be rocked in any directions. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claim 47 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but , 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 
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9. Claims 15-17 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

10. Claims 23 and 51 are allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

11. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 1-14, 18-31, 34, 36-38, 42, 44-45 
and 47 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hau V. Phan whose telephone number is 571-272-6696. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30AM-4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Ellis can be reached on 571-272-6914. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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